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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b).

Status

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 December 2008 .

2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final.

3)D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims
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5)D Claim(s) is/are allowed.

6)KI Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected.

7)D Claim(s) is/are objected to.
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).
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Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).
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Response to Arguments

Applicant's arguments filed 12/4/2008 have been fully considered but they are not

persuasive.

In response to Applicant's arguments that the combination of Wolff and Batres does not

teach the recited claimed features in claims 1 and 3.

In order to understand the claimed invention, Examiner provides an application of the

claimed invention in light of specification, on page 3 lines 30-34 discloses "One of the data entry

fields is "Address Style" as indicated at 20 and in this field, the user enters the country of

residence of the person concerned. In this example, the country may be "United Kingdom" or

"United States"". E.g., if the country entered is "United Kingdom" the processor will obtain from

storage a definition of further data entry fields corresponding to a United Kingdom address and

these will then be displayed as part of the form. Another word the address style of United

Kingdom is different from address style of USA. If the address style of USA starts with a

"number" the address style of United Kingdom starts with a "city name" as an example.

Examiner's notes: the method and system will react to proper forms by entering USA/United

Kingdom. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to recognize the

similarities of prior arts teachings with the claimed features. Because Wolff teaches e.g., forms

1-7 see fig. 2 #60. Those forms can be named differently, on top of that each form has

corresponding attribute, see fig. 1 #58, e.g., form 1 contains attributes of 58c-58i. The attributes

of forml are different from form 2, see fig. 6. All forms 1-7 are stored in databases 1-3, see figs.

1-2. Obviously Wolff displays the set of data entry fields that corresponds to e.g., form 2 that

selected by a user. A person skill in the art may equate corresponding attribute data 379 to what
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recited in claimed invention. Similarly Batres illustrates in figs. 3 and 10 two different forms

#100 and #150. A person skill in the art may equate corresponding attribute data e.g., #102, 104,

106 and so on in form 100. The step 508 in fig. 5 can be considered as monitoring data values.

Batres teaches a database #80, see fig. 2.

Examiner believes that Applicant's arguments do not clearly point out the patentable

novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of the art disclosed by the

references cited made.

The previous rejections are still maintained for the reasons above.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in

section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are

such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person

having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the

manner in which the invention was made.

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolff, et al

(5,774,887) (hereinafter Wolff) in view Batres (6,832,351 Bl).

Claim 1.

Wolff teaches a computer-implemented system for controlling the appearance of a data

entry form on a display to which the system is connected for use in entering data into a database

(i.e. noted in fig. 1 databases, an interface #38, a video display #34), the system comprising a

storage for storing attribute data defining attributes of a data entry form having at least one data
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entry field (i.e. noted in fig. 2 that Wolff teaches four types of objects, and each contains an

attribute, e.g., a form, a task, an address, and etc., and they are all have at least one data entry,

e.g., street entry, customer's name, see col. 4 lines 49-67) and, for the at least one data entry

field, storing a plurality of data values and, for each of the plurality of data values (e.g., in fig. 2

the object 60 storing a plurality of e.g., forms 1-7, and each of these form 1-7 stores

corresponding attribute data defining a different set of data entry fields for each of the plurality

of data values and a controller for causing the data entry form to be displayed on a display in

accordance with the stored attribute data (e.g., see in figs. 6-7),

Wolff is silenced to specify explicitly for monitoring data values entered into said at least

one data entry field, and, in response to entry of a value into the at least one data entry field that

matches one of the plurality of stored data values, displaying the set of data entry fields that

corresponds to the value entered into the at least one data entry field according to the attribute

data defining the set of data entry fields.

However, Batres teaches for monitoring data values entered into said at least one data

entry field, and, in response to entry of a value into the at least one data entry field that matches

one of the plurality of stored data values (e.g., see client data control in col. 8 lines 14-19),

displaying the set of data entry fields that corresponds to the value entered into the at least one

data entry field according to the attribute data defining the set of data entry fields, see col. 6 lines

56-67, and col. 7 lines 1-8.

Therefore, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art to

combine teachings of Batres into the teachings of Wolff, because both of prior arts relate to
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filling a form with different attributes. By incorporating the concept of the template #100 of

Batres one may retrieve different data information by entering data values as "customer's name".

Regarding claim 3, note the rejection as set forth above with respect to claim 1, above.

Regarding claim 2, Wolff teaches in fig. 5 step 314, the controller is configured to enable

a user to define the content of the store.

Regarding claim 4, note the rejection as set forth above with respect to claim 10,

below.

Regarding claim 5, note the rejection as set forth above with respect to claim 11,

below.

Regarding claim 6, note the rejection as set forth above with respect to claim 12,

below.

Regarding claims 7-9, note the rejection as set forth above with respect to claims

13-15, below.

Regarding claims 10 and 12, Wolff teaches in fig. 2 object 56, a corresponding further

data entry field is an address entry field having a correct format for the address style data value.

On the other hand, Wolff also discloses (in fig. 2 see object 56d-56g) a corresponding further

data entry field is an address entry field having a correct format for the address style data value.

Regarding claim 11, the corresponding further data entry filed corresponds in form with

the data value entered into one data entry field. Fig. 2 object 56a shows different form styles with

certain fields highlighted to indicate that they contain automatically suggested values.

Regarding claim 13, Wolff discloses (Fig. 2) wherein the controller further displays a

corresponding plurality of further data entry field according to the stored attribute data
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Regarding claim 14, Wolff discloses (Figs. 1 and 2) a corresponding plurality of further

data entry fields correspond in form with the data value entered into the one data entry field.

Regarding claim 15, Wolff discloses (Figs. 6-7) a corresponding further data entry field

indicating a style and the corresponding plurality of further data entry fields have correct formats

for the indicated style.

Conclusion

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE

MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO

MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after

the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period

will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37

CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event,

however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing

date of this final action.

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the

examiner should be directed to JAVID A. AMINI whose telephone number is (571)272-7654.

The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4pm.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's

supervisor, Kee Tung can be reached on 571-272-7794. The fax phone number for the

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

Javid A Amini

Primary Examiner

Art Unit 2628
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2628


